Introduction
This brief examines the use of walls by nonviolent community activists to protect themselves during armed conflicts. We examine the logics behind new cases of humanitarian walls that nonviolent civilian communities create and maintain by for their own protection within conflict zones (in Buenaventura, Colombia). We contrast how these walls differ in their functions and effectiveness with those used by states and militaries as strategic tools for counterinsurgency (in Iraq) or post-conflict reconciliation (in Northern Ireland).
Walls as a nonviolent strategy are still new and little studied, but with sufficient social backing and in the right settings they offer a promising approach for nonviolent activists.
WALLS AS A NONVIOLENT STRATEGY IN ARMED CONFLICT

Understanding Walls in Conflict
We develop a theory to explain how nonviolent protective humanitarian walls-local partitions-come into being and how and when they are effective at reducing violence. access to territory, they may see these walls as an affront to their authority, so considering walls also requires a careful assessment of the conflict situation and how belligerents might respond to them.
Civilian walls also represent an autonomous decision by a community, rather than an imposition by a foreign actor or state authority. They are different from walls constructed in contexts of occupation, as in Iraq, or inter-ethnic conflict (such as that between the Rohingya Muslim population and Rakhine Buddhists in Myanmar). 12 In these cases, a group of people may be walled in, arguably for their own protection, but without their consultation or consent. Civilian walls also differ from refugee camps, where displaced people seek safety and protection, as such camps can lack the communal ties and intention that unite walled civilian communities. Humanitarian walls are built to avoid forced displacement.
However, even protective walls can have drawbacks.
While they may shield the people inside (or outside), they can also be isolationist, cutting off one population from access to the resources or populations on the other side.
The wall (security barrier) that separates Israel from the Gaza Strip was built to ensure security but has also imposed hardships on Palestinians seeking employment and services within Israel. 13 In other cases, by contrast, such as gated communities like Alphaville in São Paulo, isolation may be intentional on the part of the residents, who are willing to trade freedom of movement for security. 14 Ironically, construction of these "residential fortresses" can actually deepen social divisions and lead to increased prevalence of crime, as was the case in some of South Africa's gated communities. 15 Next, we examine the nature of different types of walls and their effects.
Walls Around the World
Walls constructed by civilians share both similarities and differences with protective barriers constructed by state and military actors. Here, we examine the military-enforced walls constructed by U.S. forces in Baghdad, the state-civil society hybrid "peace walls" that divide Protestant and Catholic communities in Belfast, and then the civilian-led humanitarian space in Buenaventura, Colombia.
3 For more information go to www.du.edu/korbel/sie/ 
Belfast's Neighborhood Peace Walls
In the midst of the "Troubles" that roiled Locations of peace walls from the Belfast Interface Project. 22 From 1969 through the early 2000s, walls were built to separate Protestant Unionist neighborhoods from Catholic Nationalist neighborhoods. BACRIM) have established fronteras invisibles (invisible borders) between strategic neighborhoods, which the gangs enforce with violence and coercion. 23 Amid this surging violence, the 302 families of the Puente Nayero community-comprising more than 1,000 peoplecreated the country's first urban humanitarian space. 24 The space, officially founded on April 13, 2014, was previously home to one of the city's infamous casas de pique (chopup houses), where armed actors would brutally dismember their victims, and residents recall the silence and fear that used to pervade the gang-controlled streets when night fell. 25 Between November 2013 and March 2014, five people were murdered in the neighborhood, including seafood vendor Marisol Rodríguez, who was tortured and publicly drowned by paramilitaries after protesting the disappearance of her husband and son. 26 Previously displaced from the Naya region of Valle del Cauca, the strong leaders of the community mobilized to establish the space after observing (unwalled) humanitarian zones in other parts of the country.
Since its inauguration, residents have adhered to nonviolent principles and sought to bar members of armed groups from entering the space. 27 They did this by installing a front gate at the main entrance of the community and a fence closing off a side entrance between the community and an adjoining neighborhood. 28 Although police are stationed at the entrance from time to time, they do not provide regular presence (the community wants more presence-unlike in some humanitarian spaces, this community does not oppose space. The 2014 Human Rights Watch report, The Crisis in Buenaventura, provides more extensive information about the scope of violence in Buenaventura and neo-paramilitary control of specific neighborhoods. It was one of the first major international reports to focus on the unique forms of terror created by the casas de pique. Its release elicited swift responses from the highest levels of the Colombian government, with President Juan Manuel Santos announcing the deployment of Marine battalions to Buenaventura. This militarization motivated some BACRIM structures to destroy the evidence of some casas de pique (including in Puente Nayero) before they could be discovered by officials.
